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June 26, 1979

Mrs. BRobert Trich

CIf you should experlence a recurrence - of the ‘malodor,. any other

sh

”ﬁbéé:EVFile;deéfd, Compliance

Dear Mrs. Irish:

Your complaint of noxious fumes from a barge cleaning operation
located on the Oyster Creek Intracoastal Canal was investigated
on June 13, 1979,

The barge cleaning facility, Gulfco Incorporated, formerly

“Chromalldy, Gulfco Division, was visited and the manager,

Mr. Tom Randolph admits that the potential for such odor does
exist at his facility, but denies any operations on the date of
the complaint which could have been responsible,

While I am unable to state with any certainty that the odor you
experlenced did not come from thls faC111ty neither was I able -

air pollution problem, or if you have any questions regardlng
t?;s 1nvest1gat10n, rlease feel free to contact me at this
office,

___Yours truly,-.'

C@h%ley Slms, S.E.T. mqw (](L/

Engineering Technician
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June 26, 1979

Mrs. Robert Irish

Dear Mrs., Irish:

Your complaint of noxious fumes from a barge cleaning operation
located on the Oyster Creek Intracoastal Canal was investigated

“on June 13, 1979,

The barge cleaning facility, Culfco Incorporated, formerly
Chromalloy, Gulfco Division, was visited and the manager,

Mr. Tom Randolphﬁg&kfts.th\r.th potentialaformsuchyodor:does” -
exist at his faci 1?$¥ﬁ§%?£%%wf%%ﬁﬁ%¥£%§erations on the date of
the complaint which could have been responsible,

While I am unable to state with any certainty that the odor you
experienced did not come from this facility, neither was I able

If you should experience a recurrence of thé malodor, any other =~

air pollution problem, or if you have any questions regarding
this investigation, please feel free to contact me at this
office, :

Yours truly, _

0% N

Charley Sims, S.E.T. ﬂn q("/

Engineering Technician
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Investigator's Comments 6/13/79
Gulfco, Inc, BL-0016-H
Preeport, Brazoria Co., Texas Page 2

on 6{13{79 an investigatlon of a compla1nt of maloder (#072357)
was conducted at this facility.

The complidriant related that the odor was noted on 6/11/79 at
approximately 2000 hours and was continuous for a least three
hours. The odor was attributed te the Gulfco barge-cleaning
facility because of the wind direction and was confirmed by the
complainant to be emanating from the northeast side of the inter-
coastal wagter canal.

While the complainant was aware of a barge cleaning operation in
the area; the name of the company was not known. Local investi-
gation confirms that Gulfco, Inc., formerly Chromalloy, Gulfco
Division, is thé only barge cleaning facility in the immediate
vicinity and could have been the source of the alleged nuisance
odor based on.the wind direction. :

According ‘to Mr. Tom Randolph, Manager Marine Operations, and

Mr. Charies Taaner, Yard Superintendent and Personnel and Safety
Director, . Chromalloy has tecently divested Gulfco from its opera-
tion, The Gulfco operation is much smaller in smle than the
previous operation, but is still as significant from a nuisance
standpoint. The barge cleaning and repair operation involves

the removal of all liquid residue, and salvage of as much of this
materialias possible. ~Internal cleaning of the barges which have
contained’various liquids, mostly aromatic hydrocarbons and fre-
yuently quite odorous, is generally accomplished with a cold water
detergent:washdown. On some occasions hot water is used, and when
specified . and furnished by the customer, solvents such as .
perchlore dpthylene are used, (When solvents such as this are used,
the used solvent is also collected for salvage).

- Tg "'/ .

All salvaged hydrocarbons are stored in solid roof tanks. Five
tanks are available and an attempt is made to segregate according
to compatability. The used detergent and water is placed into
wastewater ponds. There are three evaporation ponds; number one is
0.54 acreg in size and is the principle receiving pond; number . '
-three is<1.2 acres in size and receives effluent from number one;
number twe is 0.5 acres in size and is an alternate of number one.
- Pond number three contains a mechanical aerator which was not
operating at the time of the investigation.

The moresvolatile hydrocarbon residuals contained in the detergent .
wash probably evaporate rather quickly as they are added to pond
number one. (There is an air gap of approximately one foot to 18
inches between the end of the pipe and surface of the pond.) The
less-volatile hydrocarbons accumulate on top of the pond, while

the water’'drains into pond number three.

There was:a fairly heavy accumulation of thick hydrocarbons. float- .
ing on pond number one, and much smaller quantities on the surface .

of number.three, hccording to the management, the surface of = .
number one is currently being skimmed and wacuumed-off. The truck%ﬁ
was not present during the investigation and, according to.the:
management, was not working the pond Iast Honday, the day of the
complain’,

At the time of the investigation. a northeast wind was blowing.
There were fairly strong odors from the evaporation ponds within
close proximity, . however, the odor was not noticeable at a nesﬂy
commercial marina downwind from the ponds.
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Investigator': Comments 6/13/79
Gulfco, Inc. : 3L-0016-H

Freeport, Srazoria Co., Texas Paye 2

According to Mr, Tanner, the facility normally operates only
one shift per day. If required, .mployeces may work overtime
zfter a short break until approximately 2030 hours. lle

stated that he could check to see if any overtime was worked
last Monday, f requested, but it would take some time. Iie
further stated that on Monhy only one barge, which had cont&hwd
caustic and was not odorous, had been cleanad.

in receﬂfiyears the complaints invdving this facility have con-
sisted mostly of dust from sandblasting. 'he coaplainant
indicates that there had been only one other incident of signi-
(icant odor and that not recently. it is quite possible that

the alleged odor did emanate from this facility, however, [

was unable to establish any activity at the site at tie time of
alleged occurrence. Since a similar wind Jdirection existed on’
the date of the investigation as was rcported during the time

of the complaint, and no nuisance odor was experienced, I um’
reluctant to confirm a nuisance condition. It does seem apparent
however,-that a strong nuisance potential does exist and the -
barge cleaning activity appears to be more prevalent now than ’
previous]y noted according to investigative comments in the files.

'v(\,@.j\im MY\A

Charley Sims, S.E.T. .,/ .
Englneerxw;1%£hn1cian ﬁﬁxdip
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